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REMARKS 



In response to the non-final Office Action of August 24, 2006, Applicants ask that all 
claims be allowed in view of the following remarks. Claims 35-38 are pending, with claims 35- 
38 being independent. Claims 35-38 have been added. Support for the new claims may be 
found in the application at, for example, page 9, lines 18-24; page 10, lines 21-26; page 11, lines 
7-15; FIG. 1; FIG. 3; and FIG. 5. No new matter has been introduced. 



New claims 35-39 

Claims 1-29 and 32 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 5,600,364 to Hendricks et al. ("Hendricks"). Applicants have cancelled claims 
1-34, and added new independent claims 35-39. For the reasons discussed below, Applicants 
believe that new claims 35-39 are allowable over Hendricks. For example, Hendricks does not 
describe or suggest (1) receiving a second signal in response to an input by a viewer, the second 
signal representing a second command that elicits display of web content, (2) analyzing a first 
command that elicits display of television content and the second command, or (3) selecting 
content of potential interest to the viewer based on analysis of the first command and the second 
command, as recited by new claim 35. 

New independent claim 35 recites a method for providing content to a viewer. The 
method includes receiving a first signal in response to an input by a viewer. The first signal 
represents a first command that elicits display of television content. The method also includes 
receiving a second signal in response to an input by the viewer. The second signal represents a 
second command that elicits display of web content. The method also includes analyzing the 
first command and the second command, selecting content of potential interest to the viewer 
based on the analysis of the first command and the second command, and assembling the 
selected content for presentation to the viewer. 

As indicated by the abstract, Hendricks describes a network controller for use with a 
digital cable television program delivery system. The network controller monitors program 
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selections at subscribers' homes, maintains accurate billing and account information, and 
authorizes both subscriber channel access and particular set top terminals to operate in the cable 
system. See Hendricks at col. 14, lines 54-58. The network controller may also include 
information about demographics of the subscribers. See Hendricks at col. 16, lines 12-15. 
Subscribers use a remote control to communicate with the cable system, and through the remote 
control subscribers may select desired television programming directly or through a menu. See 
Hendricks at col. 13, lines 23-28. Using the subscribers' demographic information and viewing 
habits, the network controller may target television advertising commercials to particular 
viewers. See Hendricks at col. 16, lines 12-18. See also Hendricks at col. 32, lines 26-31 and 
col. 34 at lines 41-44. The targeted television advertisements include video, infomercials, and 
commercials. See Hendricks at col. 34, lines 44-47. 

Thus, Hendricks describes a cable television-based system that monitors subscribers' 
cable television viewing habits and demographic group and uses this information to provide 
various types of targeted video advertising to the subscribers. The viewer commands described 
by Hendricks include using a remote control to select television programming directly or through 
a menu. Notably, Hendricks does not describe or suggest receiving signals representing 
commands associated with the display of web content, much less analyzing such commands in 
conjunction with commands associated with television content and selecting content of potential 
interest to the viewer based on the analysis. Accordingly, Hendricks does not describe or 
suggest (1) receiving a second signal in response to an input by a viewer, the second signal 
representing a second command that elicits display of web content, (2) analyzing a first 
command that elicits display of television content and the second command, or (3) selecting 
content of potential interest to the viewer based on analysis of the first command and the second 
command, as recited by new claim 35. 

For at least these reasons, Applicants believe that new claim 35 is allowable over 
Hendricks. New independent claim 36 recites subject matter similar to new independent claim 
35 except that it does so in the context of a system. For at least the reasons discussed with 
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respect to new independent claim 35, Applicants believe that claim 36 is allowable over 
Hendricks. 

New claims 37 and 38 each recite features similar to those recited in claims 35 and 36, 
and are believed to be allowable over Hendricks for the reasons discussed above with respect to 
claims 35 and 36. Moreover, new claims 37 and 38 recite the feature of receiving a first signal in 
response to an input by a viewer, the first signal representing a first command that elicits 
recording of television content. Because Hendricks does not describe or suggest receiving a 
viewer command that elicits recording of television content, claims 37 and 38 are believed to be 
allowable over Hendricks for this additional reason as well. 

Applicants submit that all claims are in condition for allowance. 

Request for consideration of PTO- 1449 forms 

Applicants request that the Examiner consider the references cited on the PTO- 1449 
forms Applicant submitted on March 21, 2002, March 3, 2004, December 16, 2004, and June 9, 
2005. Applicant further requests that the Examiner initial the submitted PTO- 1449 forms to 
indicate that the cited references have been considered. 
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Pursuant to 37 CFR §1.136, Applicants hereby petition that the period for response to the 
Office Action dated August 24, 2006, be extended for one month to and including December 26, 
2006. Applicant notes that December 24, 2006 occurred on a Sunday, and December 25, 2006 
occurred on a federal holiday. 

A fee in the amount of $ 120.00 for Extension of Time is being paid concurrently 
herewith on the Electronic Filing System (EFS) by way of Deposit Account authorization. 
Please apply any other charges or credits to Deposit Account No. 06-1050. 
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